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S1MlUY

Herein, Radio Cleveland, Inc., licensee of WCLD-FM, Cleveland,

Mississippi, shows that Ebenezer, Mississippi, should no longer be

considered a community for allotment purposes. Its declining and

minute population coupled with its lack of the main indicia of

"community" status warrant the channel's deletion. Moreover, the

vacant Ebenezer channel clearly does not warrant a Section 307(b)

preference over the proposed upgrade of WCLD-FM. The upgraded

WCLD-FM will provide new service to significantly more people than

would the theoretical service to be provided on the vacant Ebenezer

channel. The channel presently has no fully spaced site available

and can operate with no more than three kilowatts ERP, thus its

potential viability is tenuous, at best. Finally, the expression

of interest in the vacant Ebenezer channel by Afro-American

Broadcasters of Mississippi ("AABM") should not be credited unless

the principal or principals of AABM are identified. To do

otherwise, would be to invite abuse of the Commission's processes.
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In the Matter of

Amendment of Section 73.202(b)
Table of FM Allotments
Cleveland and Ebenezer, Mississippi

To: Chief, Allocations Branch

UPLY Cc.llIITS

)
)
)
)
)

MM Docket No. 93-100
RM-8175

Radio Cleveland, Inc. ("RCI"), licensee of WCLD-FM, Channel

280A, Cleveland, Mississippi, by its attorney, hereby submits its

Reply Comments in the above-captioned proceeding.

thereof, the following is stated:

I. INTRODUCTION

In support

On April 20, 1993, the Chief of the Allocations Branch

released a Notice of Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No. 93-100, DA

93-366 ("NPRM"), proposing to substitute Channel 280C3 for Channel

280A at Cleveland, Mississippi, and to modify the license of WCLD-

FM to specify operation thereon. In addition, the ~proposed to

delete the vacant Channel 280A allotment at Ebenezer, Mississippi,

in order to accommodate the WCLD-FM upgrade.

On June 2, 1993, RCI submitted Comments restating its support

for the proposed upgrade of WCLD-FM and the corresponding deletion

of the vacant Ebenezer FM channel. On June 11, 1993, an

unspecified and unidentified individual, entity or group called



"Afro-American Broadcasters of Mississippi" expressed its intention

to file an application for the vacant Ebenezer FM channel upon the

opening of a new filing window. While the 1:if.BM stated that a

filing window would be opened for the Ebenezer FM channel in the

event Comments were filed expressing an interest in filing an

application for the channel, RCI urges the Commission to delete the

Ebenezer FM channel and upgrade WCLD-FM, despite the expression of

interest in the Ebenezer channel. As shown below, the pUblic

interest favors the deletion of the Ebenezer channel.

II. Ebenezer No Longer Qualifies As A Community

A review of the evidence indicates that Ebenezer no longer

qualifies as a "community" for allotment purposes. It should be

noted that JimBar Enterprises, the petitioner for and the only

permittee of the Ebenezer channel joined RCI in requesting the

deletion of the Ebenezer channel. JimBar Enterprises requested the

cancellation of the Ebenezer FM construction permit and stated that

the Ebenezer area could not feasibly support a new FM station. The

~ noted at footnote 3 that the 1992 Rand McNally Commercial

Atlas shows Ebenezer as having a population of merely 100 people.

This marks a precipitous drop of one-third of Ebenezer's population

from the 1982 and 1987 Rand McNally Commercial Atlas listings of

150 people. Ebenezer is essentially becoming a "ghost town". To

put Ebenezer's population in perspective, each floor of the FCC's

1919 MStreet, Washington, D.C., headquarters has approximately the

same number of people as Ebenezer. Surely, no one would argue that

each floor of the FCC's headquarters building is entitled to its

2



own FM station. Ebenezer's drastic population drop in the five

year period between 1987 and 1992 would be comparable to a loss in

population by the District of Columbia of over 200,000 people on a

proportionate basis.

Significantly, the U.S. Census does not maintain population

figures for Ebenezer. It is too small. Ebenezer is neither

incorporated nor is it a Census Designated Place (COP). Ebenezer

has no local government to speak of. It has no school system or

local newspaper. It does have a local volunteer fire department

and water association, however, it is not uncommon for sparsely

populated rural areas to have such organizations. The fact that

Ebenezer has its own post office and zip code standing alone is

insufficient to demonstrate community status. See, Rockport,

Gregory, Alice and Armstrong, Texas, 67 R.R. 2d 176, 177 (MMB

1989) . Ebenezer only has a handful of local businesses and

churches, which may in fact serve the wider surrounding rural area.

This generally is not sufficient to establish community status.

See, Gretna, et al., Florida, 68 R.R. 2d 1358 (M.M.B. 1991). While

the decision to allot a channel to Ebenezer in the first place must

have been a close call, the devastating population loss at Ebenezer

and the comparative choice between retaining the vacant channel at

the vanishing Ebenezer or the significant improvement of the

service of WCLD-FM at the much larger city of Cleveland,

Mississippi, compels the deletion of the Ebenezer allotment.

Section 307(b} of the Communications Act requires that

broadcast frequencies be assigned to "communities". Clearly, there

3

---------,



is some threshold below which a population grouping no longer

qualifies as a "community". RCI submits that Ebenezer has fallen

below that threshold. Ebenezer is strikingly similar to the

Semora, North Carolina case. The Court of Appeals for the District

of Columbia Circuit held that the FCC had not justified the

allotment of a new FM channel to Semora, even though it had "its

own fire department, post office, social club and business".

Reeder v. FCC, 865 F. 2d 1298 (D.C. Cir. 1989). As in the case of

Semora, Ebenezer has a few of the sorts of establishments that

would otherwise be indicative of community status. These

establishments, however, appear to serve a wider geographic area

than just the narrow two block confines of Ebenezer. The Census

Bureau uses a population of 2,500 inhabitants as its cut-off level

for rural status. Ebenezer has only one twenty-fifth or four

percent of the population above which the Census Bureau no longer

considers an area rural.

III. Ebenezer Is Not Entitled To A Section 307(b) Preference Qver
The WCLD-FM Upgrade

As the Court of Appeals has noted, "even if ' community' status

is warranted, that status is by no means dispositive of the next

and critical question of whether that 'community' is entitled to a

Section 307(b) preference." New South Broadcasting Corp. v. FCC,

(D.C. Cir. 1989), 879 F.2d 867, 66 R.R. 2d 1088, 1089, citing Debra

Carrigan, 101 FCC 2d 218, 222 (Rev. Bd. 1985). Under the "quiet

village" doctrine relied on in New South and other cases, an area

with more business establishments, more people, and more schools

than Ebenezer was found to be a quiet village even though its

4



population was approximately twenty-five times that of Ebenezer.

~ Beacon Broadcasting, 2 FCC Red. 3469, 3471, 63 R.R. 2d 794

(1987) .

The "quiet village" doctrine does not require that the two

proposals in question serve substantially the same areas. In the

New South case, the communities were not even in the same state.

As stated previously, Ebenezer has a population of 100, while

Cleveland has a 1990 U.S. Census population of 15,384, which is

over 150 times larger than Ebenezer's population. WCLD-FM

presently serves 40,482 people within its 60 dBu contour. WCLD-FM

has a construction permit to increase effective radiated power to

six kilowatts. The construction permit facilities would provide

service to a total of 49,732. The proposed Class C3 facilities of

WCLD-FM would provide service to 76,687 people, or an increase of

36,257 people over WCLD-FM's present facilities. Thus, the

proposed WCLD-FM upgrade would enable the station to virtually

double the number of people served. The Ebenezer Class A station,

on the other hand, would only provide new service to 25,128 people.

Thus, the WCLD-FM upgrade would provide new service to nearly fifty

percent more people than would be provided new service by the

vacant Ebenezer Class A FM. WCLD-FM's Class C3 operation would

provide service to an area of 4,797 square kilometers, which is an

increase in area serviced of 3,135 square kilometers, or nearly

triple the current licensed service area. The Ebenezer FM would

only provide new service to an area of 1,838 square kilometers.

Since Ebenezer is not entitled to a Section 307(b) preference, the
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objectives of Section 307 (b)

upgrade.

are better served by the WCLD-FM

----------,

In Ruarch Associates, 56 R.R. 2d 1593, 1595 (Rev. Bd. 1984),

the Review Board indicated that it was unaware of any case in which

a community with a population of less than 1,000 has received a

dispositive Section 307(b} preference in a multi-community Section

307(b} situation. Ebenezer's population is one-tenth of that

benchmark. In Beacon Broadcasting, 2 FCC Red 3469 (1987), at

footnote 6, the full Commission stated:

The burden under a community status issue is
thus not to be confused with the burden of
establishing entitlement to a dispositive
preference under a Section 307 (b) issue for
proposing to provide a first local
transmission outlet. It does not necessarily
follow that an applicant will be awarded a
preference for proposing to serve a locality
to which no existing station is licensed
merely because it produces the minimal showing
required to establish that the locality
qualifies as a "licensable" community. In
satisfying a community-status issue, an
applicant merely preserves itself from
disqualification. A more stringent showing as
to the community's distinctiveness or relative
significance may have to be made before the
applicant will be awarded a dispositive
preference for proposing to serve it.
(Citations omitted) .

It is well established that the FM allotment priorities were not

intended to be applied in a rigid and mechanical fashion. See,

Anamosa and Iowa City, Iowa, 46 FCC 2d 520, 525 (1974). The

Commission instead takes into account the relative sizes and the

need of the communities for the requested FM allotment. The

Commission has stated that applying the allotment priorities in a

strict manner may lead to anomalous results. North Charleston, et

6



al., South Carolina, 51 R.R. 2d 25, 29 (Pol. & Rul. Div., 1982).

For example, applying the priorities literally:

" . .. the result would be that any community,
even one of only 100 persons, seeking a first
channel would automatically succeed in
preference to a second channel in a city of
1,000,000 that would bring a second service to
4,000,000 people. Needless to say, we have
not followed such a rigid pattern and have
taken into account the size of the respective
communities and their need for an FM station."

Anamosa and Iowa City, Iowa, supra at 525.

In the instant case, it would indeed take a rigid and

mechanical application of the FM allotment priorities to maintain

the vacant Ebenezer FM channel for the declining population

grouping of 100 people and turn down the essential upgrade of WCLD-

FM and the new service it would provide to over 36,000 additional

people. Ebenezer should no longer be considered a "community" for

licensing purposes and it certainly should not receive a Section

307(b} preference over the WCLD-FM upgrade. The public interest

and Section 307(b) objectives will better be served by upgrading

WCLD-FM.

Granting the WCLD-FM upgrade and deleting the vacant Ebenezer

channel would be fully consistent with recent pronouncements by the

Commission, the Commissioners themselves, and high level Commission

staff, regarding the need to take into account the economic plight

of smaller market radio stations, such as WCLD-FM. In the

Commission's radio multiple ownership Report and Order (MM Docket

No. 91-140), 7 FCC Red. 2755 (1992), the Commission found that the

radio industry has not only ceased growing, but in recent years has

7



declined,

The Commission observed:

... the overall industry figures mask the fact that the
outlook for small radio stations, which comprise the bulk
of the industry, is particularly bleak.... Of almost
10,000 commercial radio stations nationwide, the top 50
revenue producing stations, .5 percent of all stations,
accounted for more than 11 percent of total radio revenue
in 1990 and an estimated 50 percent of total industry
profit [footnote omitted]. At the same time, more than
half of all stations, primarily those with less than $1
million in sales, lost money.

Multiple Ownership Report and Order, CJI 9 (footnotes omitted;

emphasis added) .

Former Chairman Sikes has recognized that, in these

1

circumstances, the old ways of analyzing problems will no longer

work. In testimony before the Senate Commerce Committee in March

of 1992, former Chairman Sikes stated:

Today, radio is a very small ' fish' in a very large
electronic media 'pond.' More than half the stations
reported losses in 1991. Unless changes are made,
radio's ability to compete effectively with newspaper and
cable television will erode, meaning advertisers will
have fewer competitive alternatives and, as importantly,
the quantity and quality of radio news, information and
public affairs programming will be affected. 1

In his testimony before Congress, former Chairman Sikes adverted to

the large number of stations which are off the air. He pointed out

that the public interest is not served by having a host of stations

simply go dark as more and more stations try to divide up an ever

smaller radio revenue pie.

Statement of Alfred C. Sikes, Chairman, FCC, before the
Subcommittee on Communications, Committee on Commerce, Science and
Transportation, United States Senate, March 11, 1992, page 1,
emphasis added.
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Similarly, Chairman Quello, in an address to the Federal

Communications Bar Association on September 19, 1991, recognized

the economic plight of radio broadcasters in the United States, and

the need for Commission action to avert an even greater

deterioration. Commissioner Quello noted, among other things, that

the advent of digital audio broadcasting "presents a potential

problem of diluting an already over-saturated radio marketplace."

New Term, New Ball Game, Speech by Commissioner James H. Quello to

the Federal Communications Bar Association, September 19, 1991,

emphas i s added. This problem has been created by the overly

enthusiastic allotment of new FM channels to small markets which

cannot possibly support them.

Commissioner Duggan has been no less aware of the problem of

over-population in the FM radio industry.

state of American broadcasting as follows:

He characterized the

2

At the end of the 1970s, the FCC sped up the allocation
of FM frequencies and TV channels throughout the country.
Today more than 14,000 broadcast stations are operating
in the United States -- an increase of better than 100
percent in 15 years. And the Commission has issued
another 1500 permits for new radio stations around the
country.2

Commissioner Duggan further observed:

A few days before I left the States for Australia, our
National Association of Broadcasters asked the FCC to
call a halt to the creation of new FM radio stations.
This request for a freeze was accompanied by a study
showing that the average commercial FM station is now
losing better than $15,000 annually, and one out of four

Remarks of Commissioner Erwin Duggan to the IIR
Conference on Australian Broadcasting Reform, Sydney, Australia,
February 24, 1992.
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is losing better than $150,000 a year. Why? Largely
because market fragmentation and increased competition
are creating a feeding frenzy for too little food ....
One American radio executive recently described the
industry as ' drowning in diversity.' And so, in response
to this first tidal force ... a steep increase in the
number of stations ... the FCC now finds itself urged to
reconsider its approach to further broadcast expansion. 3

Maintaining the vacant Ebenezer channel would simply weaken

the financial viability of other stations in its area, as well as

WCLD-FM. The "more is always better" philosophy that was the basis

for the allotment pOlicies of Docket 80-90 have been denounced as

a mistake by Mass Media Bureau Chief Roy Stewart at two panels at

the NAB Radio convention last September in New Orleans. The

instant proceeding presents the opportunity to strengthen an

existing broadcast service that is currently serving its area well

and to eliminate a channel that probably will never be financially

viable and will have a detrimental economic impact on existing

service in its area. That opportunity should be seized.

IV. The Ebenezer Channel Suffers FrOID Technical Problems and the
Expression of Interest Should Not Be Credited

As shown in the attached Engineering Statement of Owl

Engineering, Inc., there is now no site location available for the

Ebenezer channel that meets the mileage separation requirements of

Section 73.207 of the FCC's Rules and the principal community

coverage of Section 73.315 of the FCC's Rules. Arguably, the

channel may be subject to the grandfathering provisions of Section

73.213(c) of the FCC's Rules, however, full protection must be

afforded to both WCLD-FM's licensed and authorized facilities.

3 Id. at page 4.
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Thus, site availability should be fairly restricted and the

Ebenezer channel would be limited to an effective radiated power of

no more than three kilowatts. Therefore the potential viability of

an FM station on Channel 280A at Ebenezer is even further

diminished.

The "Comments and Expression of Interest" of Afro-American

Broadcasters of Mississippi ("AABM") should not be credited. There

is no indication as to whether AABM is an individual, a

partnership, a corporation or some other form of organization.

Thus, there is no way of ascertaining whether AABM is even

qualified to file an application for the vacant Ebenezer channel.

Permitting AABM to thwart the WCLD-FM upgrade simply by having

his/her/its/their (?) attorney file a two page pleading is fraught

with great potential for abuse of the Commission's processes.

Without identification of the individual or individuals behind AABM

there is no way of ascertaining whether AABM's expression is

sincere or is simply intended to block improved service by WCLD-FM

and the concomitant increased competition. At a minimum, the

Commission should require AABM to identify its principal or

principals before further considering his/her/its/their (?)

expression of interest.

v. Conclusion

Herein, RCI has shown that Ebenezer should no longer be

considered a community for allotment purposes. Its declining and

minute population coupled with its lack of the main indicia of

"community" status warrant the channel's deletion. Moreover, the

11



vacant Ebenezer channel clearly does not warrant a Section 307 (b)

preference over the upgrade of WCLD-FM. The upgraded WCLD-FM will

provide new service to significantly more people than would the

theoretical service to be provided on the vacant Ebenezer channel.

The channel presently has no fully spaced site available and can

operate with no more than three kilowatts ERP, thus its potential

viability is tenuous, at best. Finally, the expression of interest

in the vacant Ebenezer channel by AABM should not be credited

unless the principal or principals of AABM are identified. To do

otherwise, would be to invite abuse of the Commission's processes.

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, RCI respectfully

requests that the FCC amend Section 73.202 (b) of its Rules by

substituting Channel 280C3 for Channel 280A at Cleveland,

Mississippi, and by deleting the vacant Channel 280A at Ebenezer,

Mississippi. RCI also requests that WCLD-FM's license be modified

to specify operation on Channel 280C3 at Cleveland, Mississippi.

Respectfully submitted,

RADIO CLEVELAND, INC.

By:~~~~~~~::.....:.;~~~~~c.
rank R. Jazzo

Its Attorney

FLETCHER, HEALD & HILDRETH
1300 North 17th Street
11th Floor
Rosslyn, Virginia 22209
(703) 812-0400

June 28, 1993
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·OWL ENGINEERING, INC.
CONSULTING COMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERS 1306 W. County Road F, Sf. Paul, liN 55112

(612) 631·1338 • Fax (612) 631-3502

ENGINEERING STATEMENT
ON BEHALF OF RADIO CLEVELAND, INC.

IN SUPPORT OF REPLY COMMENTS
AMENDMENT OF THE FM TAILE OF ALLOTMENTS

CHANNEL 28003 CLEVELAND, MISSISSIPPI

June 26, 1993

Copyright. 1"3. Owl Engineering, Inc. Copying of thl. material by pereon., firma or
corporattons for the purpose of appropriating It for UN In comfMtlng applloatlone I.
,xpr....)' prohibited. Permlllion Is granted to the FCC or other Interested parties to copy all
or portlone of thr. material for 8tudy purposed only.



·OWL ENGINEERING, INC.
CONSULTING COMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERS 1306 W, County Road F, SL hul, MN 55112

(612) 631·1338 • fax (612) 631·3502

ENGINEERING STATEMENT
ON BEHALF OF RADIO CLEVELAND, INC.

IN SUPPORT OF REPLY COMMENTS
AMENDMENT OF THE FM TABLE OF ALLOTMENTS

CHANNEL 280C3 CLEVELAND, MISSISSIPPI

Owl Engineering, Inc. has been retained by Radio Cleveland, Inc. (hereafter "RCI") to

prepare this Englne.rlng Statement In support of reply comments regardIng the Notice of

Proposed Rule Making; MM Docket No. 93-100.

Cleveland has propoeed emending the FM table of allotments, FCC Rule SectIon

73.202 II follows:

LOcation
Cleveland, MS

Pr.llnt
280A
224A,252C3

Ebenezer, MS 280A

PCODOttd
280C3
224A,252C3

The reference coordinates u8ed for this Itudy .re:

Cleveland, MS (Clall A)
3344' 01- North latitude

90 42' 60" Welt Longitude

Cleveland, MS (CI... C3)
33 43' 69" North latitude
9041' 38" Weat Longrtude

Ebenezer, MS
3263' 13'* North latitude

90 11' 38" Welt Longitude



OWL ENGINEERING, INC.
CONSULTING COMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERS 1308 W. County Road F, St. Paul, MN 55112

(612) 631·1338 • Fax (612) 63103502

ENGINEERING STATEMENT
ON BEHALF OF RADIO CLEVELAND, INC.

IN SUPPORT OF REPLY COMMENTS
AMENDMENT OF THE FM TABLE OF ALLOTMENTS

CHANNEL 280C3 CLEVELAND, MISSISSIPPI

A comparison of the two mutually exclusive proposal. at Cleveland and Ebenezer

was completed to determine the service benefit of each proposal.

A population count within the predicted 60 dBu contour of the proposed .tatlonl at

Cleveland and Ebenezer was completed. The dletance to the 60 dBu contour for the Class A

facll"yat Cfeveland was bISect on the licensed pow.r of 3 KW and height of 91 meters. The

dlltance to the $0 dBu contour for the Clas. C3 proposal at Cleveland Will carculated

•••umlng a maximized facility. The distance to the 60 dBu contour for the CI'II A proposal

at Ebenezer was calculated a. a grandfathered &tallon at 3 KW at 100 meter. (please aee

explanation below). The data obtained from the analyal. I. tabulated below:

Site
60 dBu Coverage

lcm2 Population Served

Ebenezer 3D
Cleveland (A)
Cleveland (C3)

1,838
1,662
4.797

25,128
40,428
76.687

\,

Baaed on the numbers above, " can be determIned that the higher clalS facility at

Cleveland Increa... the population predIcted to receive eo dBu lervlce over what 18

currently receiving service by 36.257 pereon., 11,129 more pel'8ons that the reference

'acllfty for Ebenezer II predicted to aerve.



-OWL ENGINEERING, INC.
CONSULTING COMMUNIC'T10NS ENGINEERS 1306 W. County Road F, St. Pau~ MN 55112

(612) 631·1338 • Fax (612) 631-3502

\

ENGINEERING STATEMENT
ON BEHALF OF RADIO CLEVELAND, INC.

IN SUPPORT OF REPLY COMMENTS
AMENDMENT OF THE FM TABLE OF ALLOTMENTS

CHANNEL 280C3 CLEVELAND, MISSISSIPPI

According to the 1990 US Census. Clev,llnd hi' I population of 1e5.384 persons.

Ebenezer Ie not lilted In the 1990 US Census. The population data was derived from the

Public Law 94-171 datallie. This dataflle reprel8nta the final au1horlzed 1990 US Census

data.

An allocation study was performed on Ebenezer to determine the Ivallible land area

to loclte a transmitter In order to meet the mileage slparatlon requirements or FCC Rule

Section 73.207 and city coverage requirements of FCC Rule Section 73.315. Engineering

Exhibit E-1 shoWl the results of theatudy IJ.sed on the center coordinates 01 Ebenezer.
I

Engln.erlng Exhibit E-2 depicts 70 dBu coverage limit and the protection arcs of Itatlon.

limiting channel 280 at Ebenezer. As can be seen from this eXhibit. there Is no lite location

available that will provide the required separation to co and adjacent channel stations.

Because the petition WhIch resulted In channel 280 being allotted to Ebenezer was tiled prior

to October 2. 1989, the provisions of FCC Rule Section 73.213{C) may be applied.



OWL ENGINEERING, INC.
CONSULTING COMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERS 1306 W. County Road F, St. Paull MN 55112

(612) 631-1338 • Fax (612) 531-3502

ENGINEERING STATEMENT
ON BEHALF OF RADIO CLEVELAND, INC.

IN SUPPORT OF REPLY COMMENTS
AMENDMENT OF THE FM TABLE OF ALLOTMENTS

CHANNEL 2BOC3 CLEVELAND, MISSISSIPPI

I AFFIDAVIT
I

RAMSEV COUNTY )
) sa:

STATE OF MINNESOTA )
i
I Garrett G. LYllak, being first duly IWorn, NYI thllt he Is president of OWl

Engln••rlng, Inc., conlultlng communications .nglnMr, with oftlce. In Arden Hills,
MInnesota: that his quallftcatlons as an expen In communications engineerIng are a matter
of record with the federal Communications Commlillon: that the foregoing exhibit W81
prepared by hIm ancl under hIs dIrection; end that the atatement, contained therein are true
of hi, own personal knowledge except tho,. atated to Information and belief and, 88 to
thol. atatemental yerlly b.lleye. them to be true and COlTtct.

,Jj~)j~
Garrett G. LVllllk, P.E.

Subscribed and sworn to before me thl. date June 25, 1993

e
·~ DIANE S. LYSIAK

. NOrAAV PUIUC·MINNE60rA
. RAMSEY COUNTY

.....,.. lotyCom""lxp.l1·U·..

My commission expire. November 23, 1992

~~'dL
Notary Public



OWL ENGINEERING, INC.
CONSULTING COMMUNICATIONS ENGINEERS

ENGINEERING EXHIBIT E-1

1306 W. COUnty Road Fs SL Paul. UN 55112
(6121631·1338 • Fax (612) 631·3502

FH channel 280-A
Ebene~er. MS
LATITUDE: ! 32 58' 14"
LONG nUDE: : 90 S' 27"

CHNL Call City Class Calculated Required Clear- Bearing
l<m. l<m. anee

226 NO CONFLICT
227 NO CONFLICT
277 WFS ·FMMS Kosciusko C3 34.13 42 -7.85 89.23
278 NO CONFLICT
280 WCLDFM FMMS Cleveland A 102.59 115 -12.41 325.87
280 WCLDFMFRMS Cleveland C3 101.50 142 -40.50 326.71
281 NEW FMMS Union C2 101.36 106 -4.64 119.00
282 WGNL ,FRMS Greenwood C2 56.92 SS 1.92 353.57
282 WGNL 'FMMS Greenwood C3 46.25 42 4.25 341. 43
283 NO CONFLICT



Kilometers

15105o

OWL Engineering ENGINEERING EXHIBIT E-2



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Roberta Wadsworth, a secretary in the law firm of Fletcher,
Heald & Hildreth, do hereby certify that true copies of the
foregoing "Reply COJIIIIlSnts" were sent this 28th day of June, 1993,
by first-class United States mail, postage prepaid, to the
following:

Jerrold D. Miller, Esquire
Miller & Miller, P.C.
Post Office Box 33003
Washington, DC 20033
Counsel for Afro-American Broadcasters

of Mississippi

*Denotes By Hand


